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 Miguel R., a minor, appeals the juvenile court's order continuing him as a 

ward of the court and committing him to a 120–day program at Los Prietos Boys Camp. 

(Welf. & Inst. Code, § 602.)  The order was issued following the sustaining of a petition 

alleging that appellant committed first degree residential burglary (Pen. Code, § 459).  

 On January 9, 2012, Kathy Lopez returned home from a month long 

vacation to discover that someone had broken into her apartment and stolen a television.  

Appellant's palm prints and fingerprints were found on the exterior of the window 

through which the burglar had entered the apartment.  A friend of appellant's testified that 
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he overheard appellant talking about a television and "bust[ing] a mission."  The friend's 

father testified that his son told him appellant had admitted the theft.   

 We appointed counsel to represent appellant in this appeal.  After counsel's 

examination of the record, she filed an opening brief in which no issues were raised.

 On September 6, 2012, we advised appellant that he had 30 days within 

which to personally submit any contentions or issues he wished us to consider.  Appellant 

did not respond. 

 We have reviewed the entire record and are satisfied that appellant's 

attorney has fully complied with her responsibilities and that no arguable issues exist.  

(People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436, 441; People v. Kelly (2006) 40 Cal.4th 106, 

125–126.) 

 The judgment is affirmed. 
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   PERREN, J. 

 

We concur: 

 

 

 GILBERT, P. J. 

 

 

 YEGAN, J. 

 



3 

 

James F. Rigali, Judge 

Superior Court County of Santa Barbara 

___________________________________ 

 

 

 Linda L. Currey, under appointment by the Court of Appeal, for Defendant 

and Appellant. 

 No appearance for Plaintiff and Respondent. 

 

 

  


